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“American Freedom and Catholic Power” 


VER since the banning under Catholic pressure 

of the Nation from public school libraries in 
New York City, because of its publication of Dr. Paul 
Blanshard’s exposure of the policies of the Roman 
hierarchy in social, political and educational realms, 
there have been rumblings, particularly in the vicin- 
ity of Boston, presaging a volcanic eruption. Great 
credit is due to the Beacon Press, and to the “proper 
Bostonians” behind it, for courage in bringing out 
this full length book by Dr. Blanshard, of which 
the banned articles were only the embryo; and the 
gratitude of all freedom-cherishing Americans goes 
to him for his fearless and painstaking handling of 
this delicate and controversial theme, which most of 
his fellow-citizens dare not mention above a whis- 
per. 

We have called the publication of this book, espe- 
cially in Boston, “a volcanic eruption.” Such will 
doubtless be its effect; but this should not mislead 
anyone as to the character of the volume itself, 
written by a scholar with precise documentation of 
every statement, and written with a patent aim to 
be fair. The author is at pains to distinguish be- 
tween the Roman Catholic Church as a religious in- 
stitution, ministering to the souls of millions, and 
that church as it attempts to control education, 
politics, the social services, and to restrict free in- 
vestigation and free communication of scientific and 
historic knowledge. He also distinguishes between 
the American Catholic people, and the Catholic Aier- 
archy under absolute domination by Rome. He has 
a refreshing confidence in the genuine Americanism 
of the people and of many of their priests, while he 
makes clear his reasons for scrutinizing the superior 
clergy as dependent on and exclusively responsive 
to the papal curia. 

The book is of the utmost value for the mass of 
reliable information which it conveys, and for the 
references in the notes to the sources from which 
the information is derived. As a trained research 
student, Dr. Blanshard insists on getting at official 
documents or at statements from books with the 
official imprimatur. Few Americans, whether Cath- 
olic or non-Catholic, are aware of the vast and far- 
reaching strategy by which the Roman hierarchy is 
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seeking to fulfill its boldly announced slogan: 
“Make America Catholic.” Nor does this strategy 
unmasked by Dr. Blanshard limit itself to America. 
It is a world-wide campaign in which, because of 
this country’s present wealth and power, it is an 
essential and predominant factor. Time was, and 
that not many years ago, when the United States 
was missionary territory, of minor interest to Rome 
as compared with Europe, the center of Catholic 
power; but two world wars have changed all this. 
Rome must have America if she is to maintain her- 
self in strength in Europe and extend her empire on 
other continents. 

On these pages is an enlightening description of 
the interest of the church in Franco’s Spain—a time- 
ly subject on which to be informed when efforts are 
being made to include that land in the European 
Recovery Program, and quite likely in the Atlantic 
Pact. Here, too, is an eye-opening discussion of the 
currently popular cult of Our Lady of Fatima, and 
the use of an alleged appearance and message of the 
Virgin to three little Portuguese children as a di- 
vine sanction for the hysterical and undiscriminat- 
ing denunciation of Communism—in which, let us 
admit to our shame, many Protestant Christians 
show themselves little more temperate or discern- 
ing. But this narrative of the vision to the childish 
trio at Fatima, and of the world-wide cult which 
has been built on it so opportunely at this time in 
America and western Europe, will be a revelation 
to most readers. 

As a source-book collected and arranged by a 
very competent scholar, Dr. Blanshard’s volume 
should be in the hands of every thoughtful Amezi- 
can. And the millions among us who are not 
thoughtful can hardly read it without being stimu- 
lated to do some serious and prolonged thinking on 
the issues it raises. One is struck with the kinship 
at point after point between the methods of totali- 
tarian Moscow and those of equally totalitarian 
Rome. If the one makes us tremble for American 
liberties, what of the other? Nor is the threat of 
Roman domination remote. Father Gillis, editor of 
the Catholic World, predicted in 1929 that “Amer- 
ica will be predominantly Catholic before the pres- 





ent younger generation dies.” An outside observer, 
Bertrand Russell, put the arrival of Catholic su- 
premacy in this country at fifty or a hundred years. 
Meanwhile the effort to outbreed other elements in 
the population is stimulated by the hierarchy and 
goes on apace. Its results are already severely felt 
in several of the formerly Protestant provinces of 
Canada. Happily Dr. Blanshard also gives glimpses 
of hope in his quotations from more intelligent 
Catholic writers who have had the temerity and 
candor to speak out in criticism of the policies and 
practices of their more ignorant and fanatical co- 
religionists, even when these seem to be sanctioned 
by higher ecclesiastical authorities. And at times 
Dr. Blanshard himself appears confident that the 
elaborate strategy of the hierarchy cannot succeed. 

Evangelical Christians, however, will wish to 
draw a sharp line between the alarming facts, which 
this book so accurately presents, and the conclusions 
which the author deduces from them, and particu- 
larly the counter strategy at which he arrives for 
safeguarding American freedoms. Dr. Blanshard 
gives the appearance of an undiluted secularist, with 
a naive faith in the moral impeccability of the “‘so- 
cial welfare state.” He seems ready and eager to 
hand over all education from the kindergarten 
through the university entirely to the State. He 
ignores, or by inference condemns, the many schools 
and colleges founded and maintained under Chris- 
tian auspices, which continue with more or less de- 
votion to educate in a Christian atmosphere and to 
furnish courses in Christian convictions and 
morals. His denunciation of the supra-national 
character of the Church of Rome would logically 
include the ecumenical church for which Protestants 
and Orthodox pray and labor, although to be sure 
we have no intention of setting up an authoritarian 
institution to lord it over Christian consciences. 
While he exposes the far-fetched attempts of Cath- 
olic apologists to derive the principles of the Decla- 
ration of Independence from the teachings of 
Thomas Aquinas and Cardinal Bellarmine, he does 
not face the fact that Christian faith in man, in 
truth, and in the world as God’s world, lies at the 
root of our American freedoms, nor does he seem 
to see that without the maintenance in vigor of that 
faith and the saturation of our education with it, 
our freedoms will fade and die. He does not appear 
to recognize the spiritual limitations of a social wel- 
fare state, which in itself may readily become bar- 
renly secular. 

To be sure One must have keen sympathy with a 
conscientious social worker, journalist and public 
official, who has both seen and felt the frustrating, 
and often oppressive, coercions of an authoritarian 


clerical caste. His soul cries out against the igno- 
rant attempt to forbid physicians to supply patients 
with proper information as to the spacing of their 
families, and to compel the sacrifice of a woman in 
childbirth in order that a fetus may enter a pitiful 
life of a few hours or days, and perhaps be added 
by baptism to the population of heaven. He is 
righteously indignant at the stimulation by celibate 
clerics of the poorest, and often of the mentally 
feeblest, to keep on producing children for whom 
they cannot properly care. Dr. Blanshard has lived 
in a Mexican village, knows conditions in over- 
crowded New York slums, has watched at first hand 
clerical intrigues and pressures in politics both in 
this country and on the international scene. The 
judgments of such a man, with his scholarly mind 
and social conscience, are worthy of serious con- 
sideration. But the fact remains that by Christian 
standards the Roman Catholic Church is right in 
seeking to educate children and adults for eternal 
life with God, and to leaven government and social 
services with the Spirit of Christ. If her methods 
seem faulty, if her clerical leaders place ecclesiasti- 
cal tradition before truth, if they seek the aggran- 
dizement of their church above justice and the main- 
tenance of human liberties, this book is well calcu- 
lated to open Catholic and non-Catholic eyes to these 
blunders and corruptions. But Protestant Chris- 
tians will avoid a bellicose attitude towards their 
Roman Catholic brethren, even when they are pro- 
vokingly aggressive. Suppose the speakers in a con- 
ference of Protestants, Catholics and Jews, as Dr. 
Blanshard well points out, cannot frankly discuss 
subjects on which the hierarchy has placed its taboo, 
is it not better to meet and talk together under such 
limitations than to forego altogether friendly fellow- 
ship in the deeper issues of life and the spiritual 
well-being of our communities? Jewish and Prot- 
estant speakers are not blind to the restrictions, nor 
is the American public fooled. Dr. Blanshard’s book 
is a splendid contribution towards undeceiving 
them. But his sharpest barbs are directed against 
the separation of children and the division of our 
population by parochial schools. Doubtless Catho- 
lic education is, as he insists, inferior in quality and 
painfully lacking in certain fields, but all honor to 
the Roman Church for her zeal in religious training. 
We honor those Jews, who in addition to sending 
their children to secular schools, also maintain for 
them Talmudic schools. At least they care to share 
with the coming generation their devout heritage. 
While men differ in opinions, differences in religious 
convictions will bring social separations. Are such 
separations too great a price for the communication 
of vital faith? One might hope that some day 
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classes for students of diverse traditions could be 
held under the one roof of the public school, but 
this would not avoid divisions. 

Our Protestant strategy must not involve us in 
open attacks upon our Roman Catholic fellow-Chris- 
tians. “The wrath of man worketh not the right- 
eousness of God.” This is the twentieth, not the six- 
teenth, century. The American people, eager to 
further and hold fast national unity in this perilous 
time, will angrily call any who start a religious con- 
troversy “bigots.” Protestants must stand for lib- 
erty of conscience under God, and employ methods 
for its maintenance which accord such liberty even 
to those apparently bent on destroying it. If the 
hierarchy of the Church of Rome is the menace to 
our American freedom, as Dr. Blanshard cogently 
sets forth, our Protestant strategy must be quietly 
and accurately to chart what this hierarchy is at- 
tempting, and then, with an equal zeal and self-sac- 
rifice, and with an equal use of our intelligence, to 
cover as fully the fields into which they are pene- 


trating. Granting their premises, one cannot quar- 
rel with their resolute effort to “make America 
Catholic.” What that would actually mean, were 
they successful, Dr. Blanshard sketches in terrifying 
detail, using only the language of official papal docu- 
ments. But the answer is not to be found merely 
in waging battles here and there in various fields 
against: their inroads. Such resistance must no 
doubt be firmly offered in the name of our free in- 
stitutions. The satisfactory answer lies in no such 
defensive action, but in the ending of our wasteful 
and crippling Protestant divisions, the laying out of 
a counter strategy under a competent unified com- 
mand, like the Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ above all the casting off of our all-too-preva- 
lent religious indifference (falsely excused as toler- 
ance), and the consecration of all liberty-prizing 
Christians under God to make our country, in her 
inhabitants and institutions and policy towards other 
nations, obedient to the mind of Him who alone sets 
men and peoples free—H. S. C. 


The Dutch Church’s Stand on Indonesia 


J. G. MEES 


URING the Nazi occupation of Holland the 

Netherlands Reformed Church learned again 
what it means that Jesus Christ is Lord. She recog- 
nized anew that if Christ is her Lord He also is 
Lord of the whole world. Against the total claim 
of a secular totalitarian state she was reminded of 
the total claim her Lord makes. The church came 
to feel responsible again not only for her own peo- 
ple but also for those masses outside the church walls 
who could have been more easily attracted by a 
semi-religion such as Nazism. The church has be- 
come aware that she cannot keep aloof from politics 
even though she is not an “expert” in this realm. 
For, as soon as a government can be considered to 
have become the servant of satan (Rev. 13) instead 
of God’s servant (Rom. 13), the church has the task 
of lifting her voice against such a government. Al- 
though during the last war the Netherlands Re- 
formed Church was ill-prepared to bear this witness 
to the government and even her church order did 
not provide for it, yet she spoke out against the oc- 
cupying German government since that government’s 
acts were not in accord with God’s Word. 

It might well be that the recent attitude of the 
General Synod of the Netherlands Reformed 
Church in regard to Dutch policy in Indonesia is 
not in line with what this church learned during the 
Nazi occupation. This attitude may demonstrate 
that it is easier for a church to pronounce God’s 
judgment on acts of injustice by the government of 
a foreign power than on injustices by the govern- 
ment of the church’s homeland. 
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In this connection we shall consider the recent 
messages of the General Synod of the Netherlands 
Reformed Church concerning the Indonesian ques- 
tion. Not until September 22, 1948, did the first 
message to the government regarding Indonesia ap- 
pear. It stated clearly that any new military action 
aimed at solving difficulties in Indonesia would only 
make matters worse and would complete the grow- 
ing alienation between the Indonesian and the Dutch 
people. It also said that already church and mis- 
sions were suffering from the reprisals taken against 
pro-Republican Indonesians who had been working 
in the country’s schools and hospitals. Unfortu- 
nately this message to the government was not sent 
to the sessions of the churches, and so the church 
people did not become very familiar with it. Per- 
haps the Synod was a bit anxious not to become un- 
popular with a majority of the Dutch population 
who have felt quite patriotic about the Indonesian 
revolt. However, this message was warmly received 
throughout the ecumenical church, and it certainly 
did not raise as much dust as did a second message 
issued on January 14, 1949. 

Although Holland began new military action 
against Indonesia on December 19, 1948, it was not 
until January 14, 1949, that the General.Synod is- 
sued a second message to the government. This 
message reflects clearly the prevailing situation, and 
the critical reactions in various parts of the world 
to Holland’s policy concerning Indonesia. In this 
connection we need mention only the statement is- 
sued by the Foreign Missions Conference of North 





America on January 7, 1949, at Buck Hill Falls, de- 
manding that ECA aid be cut off from Holland and 
that U.N. action be taken in the military struggle. 
In general, this second message takes the same 
stand as the first, except for a few passages which 
make the whole statement ambiguous. Quite cor- 
rectly, it says, “Only the government had the re- 
sponsibility to decide in these matters [whether to 
fight or not] and because of its political complexity, 
the resulting decision cannot correctly be evaluated 
by the church.” Some lines later, however, it says 
“The church has faith in the sincerity of the gov- 
ernment’s declaration that it, though by thts means, 
will do its utmost for an early realization of Indo- 
nesia’s political freedom and independence.” 


This attitude of believing too completely in the 
policy of the government has been attacked by one 
of the few prophetic figures in Holland, Dr. A. Th. 
Van Leeuwen, minister to students at Leiden Uni- 
versity. Writing in Jn de Waagschaal, he called 
this attitude of the church a temptation from which 
he hoped God would save us. He also said, “The 
Synod ought to have seen that the whole courageous 
message has been emasculated by this sentence. 
Does she not see that, in this way, she has gotten 
herself enmeshed irretrievably in the very nets 
which the government has spun and in which it has, 
intentionally or unwittingly, enmeshed itself?” Dr. 
Van Leeuwen is right in trying to point out that it 
is not primarily a matter of doubting the govern- 
ment’s sincerity but simply of reckoning with the 
reality of human sin. But he is not right in deny- 
ing that a church should have faith in the govern- 
ment’s sincerity. Yet this does mot mean that a 
church should necessarily agree with the govern- 
ment’s policy. On the contrary, when a church has 
faith in a government’s sincerity she should feel the 
more responsible to show this government the right 
direction when it goes wrong. She, and she alone, 
know’s the government’s duties in their ultimate 
meaning, however complicated the political level 
may be. A church which understands what being 
a church really means knows that a government 
ought to be God’s servant and that even the most 
decent government may become satan’s servant. 
The church should remain true to her real vocation 
and be ready to speak to the government in the light 
of God’s justice and mercy. Perhaps this has been 
best stated by Barth (Rechtfertigung und Recht) 
and De Quervain (Kirche, Volk, Staat) in their em- 
phasis that a church which believes in the actual 
Kingship of Christ will, therefore, remember that 
her task is to understand the state better than it un- 
derstands itself. This can only be done by a church 
which truly understands herself in terms of the 
commission given to her by God. It seems that this 
is exactly what the Dutch Synod has forgotten. 
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Although in the message of January 14th the 
Synod first says that the Indonesian situation is so 
complicated that she cannot give any judgment of 
it, yet later on she declares that she believes com- 
pletely in the sincerity of the government’s promise 


of independence for Indonesia. In believing the 
government, and not going beyond that, the Synod 
does exactly what any individual does who does not 
know all the facts and yet must take his stand re- 
garding a question. But for a Christian there is 
something more involved—his faith in the revelation 
of Jesus Christ gives him a very particular per- 
spective. Should this perspective be absent from 
the Christian community, called the church? As 
seen from this perspective, the whole Indonesian 
conflict and particularly this latest military action 
can be called nothing but sin. No human situation 
can ever be so complicated that it is impossible for 
a church, as God’s mouthpiece, to pronounce God’s 
judgment on the people involved in the situation. 
Since the Synod has not done this specifically she 
also appears now to be unable to pronounce God’s 
promise of mercy and hope on the hopeless Indo- 
nesian situation. After having committed herself 
to the government she has forsaken her task of me- 
diating the Divine promise. Obviously the govern- 
ment gains favor from this lack of insight and this 
absence of the Holy Spirit in the church. 

To be able to evaluate correctly this second mes- 
sage of the Synod, we not only need to examine the 
text but also to inquire why the Synod issued the 
message. Then we shall understand better the am- 
biguities in the message, for the reasons for its be- 
ing issued are quite surprising—the initiative having 
come from the side of the government. It seems 
clear that this message would never have appeared 
had not some Labor Party leaders in the govern- 
ment suggested that the Synod send a delegation to 
the meeting of the Executive Committee of the Fed- 
eral Council of Churches in America in January 
1949. These church representatives were to ex- 
plain in America the attitude of the Dutch govern- 
ment and also of the Netherlands Reformed Church 
toward the government, and to clear away the mis- 
givings existing in American church circles about 
the Indonesian situation. Some of the Labor Party 
leaders apparently feared further influential state- 
ments similar to that of the Foreign Missions Con- 
ference on January 7th, voicing criticism of Hol- 
land’s policy. Both political leaders and some 
Synod leaders seem to have been afraid that the 
meeting of the Executive Committee of the Federal 
Council might, in condemning the recent military 
action, make use of the Synod’s strong message of 
September 22nd which contained a warning against 
the use of force. 
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Having accepted the government’s suggestion, the 
only thing for the Synod to do was to write a new 
statement, setting forth the Synod’s stand on the 
new Indonesian situation. This message, issued on 
January 14th, was brought to America by the Synod 
delegates, and was at the same time sent to all the 
church sessions in Holland. Since there was little 
time until the meeting of the Federal Council Ex- 
ecutive Committee, this uninvited-delegation of two 
clergymen had to travel by plane. 


In America these two clergymen evidently met 
with some success in persuading church leaders that 
the Indonesian situation is very complicated and 
should be left to Holland to handle in her own way. 
At any rate, the statement adopted by the Executive 
Committee on January 18th had an entirely differ- 
ent tone from that of the Foreign Missions Con- 
ference. 

Thus we see how her unqualified faith in the gov- 
ernment has betrayed the Dutch church up to the 
point where she actually becomes a tool in the hands 
of the government. One could hardly expect that 
a statement, suggested by the government, would 
condemn that government. In accordance with this 
the two delegates had lunch with the Netherlands 
Ambassador in Washington, who expressed _ his 
“great appreciation for the resoluteness and speed 
with which the Netherlands Reformed Church had 
sent a delegation to the U.S.A. in order to clear 
away the misgivings about MHolland’s policy in 
church circles.” That those misgivings existed is 
beyond doubt, but was the attempt to clear them 
away worth the compromising attitude of the Dutch 
church? Dr. van Leeuwen remarks about this trip: 
“... By many members of the churches in Asia it 
will be asked, ‘Why just to America?’ .. . If it 
would appear, after a while, that the latest message 
to the sessions in Holland will have caused great 
disappointment in some Asiatic churches, after the 
former message to the government (of Sept. ’48) 
had raised high expectations, what then? Shall the 
Synod then also send a plane to explain her atti- 
tude ?” 

In examining this matter, one must keep in mind 
the personal friendship between top leaders of the 
Synod and those of the Labor Party—men whose 
integrity is beyond doubt. These relationships have 
been important factors in influencing the General 
Synod to adopt its present policy. Moreover, the 
Labor Party in its turn has been dragged along not 
only by the more powerful Roman Catholic Party, 
which is apparently behind the whole Indonesian 
policy, but also by the Protestant conservative par- 
ties, many of whom are members of the Gerefor- 
meerde Kerken. 

It has been said by friends of Indonesia that 
Holland is deaf and blind. Could it be that Holland 
is deaf and blind because her very source of mate- 
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rial wealth is involved? The question is, can one 
expect a nation, as a collective unity, to have more 
concern for another people and another race than 
for itself? Undoubtedly there might have been 
constructive cooperation between these two peoples 
if the government had only recognized the deep de- 
sire of the Indonsians for independence as a justi- 
fied desire. Unfortunately the opportunities for 
good relations were passed by. Now the Dutch 
government attempts to do with the Indonesian Re- 
public exactly what only a church should do with a 
state—it presumes to know the good of the rebellious 
Indonesians better than they do themselves. De- 
spite Holland’s good intentions in some respects, 
the struggle appears to be more and more a struggle 
for power, which can only worsen the situation and 
prepare the way for the very Communism of which 
the Dutch are afraid. 

In this crisis, Holland has greatly needed a church 
which could have functioned as its conscience and 
should have known as a church that “insight is al- 
ways lessened by egocentricity.” Clearly one would 
have expected that the church which herself had sev- 
ered the ties with many young missionary churches in 
Indonesia and given those who could manage them- 
selves complete independence, would have advocated 
the same policy in regard to political independence. 
On the whole, however, Holland has been too deaf 
and blind to listen to men like Dr. Hendrik Kraemer 
who foresaw the trend of events in Indonesia years 
ago and called for a policy of justice and under- 
standing. 


In conclusion we may say that the action of the 
Dutch Synod demonstrates that speaking to the 
government and dealing with politics can be a dan- 
gerous affair if there is no prophetic insight (which 
a church or synod never has at its disposal). The 
only alternative to prophetic insight is an otherwise 
justified patriotism. If patriotism replaces pro- 
phetic insight a church which wants to speak to the 
government will find the government speaking to 
her, and using her for its aims. There is only one 
alternative. If the church does not speak in the 
power of God’s judgment and grace, she will very 
likely mislead into complacency rather than lead 
into grace the people to whom she ministers. 
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We are printing in this issue two estimates by Dutch 
Christians of the Indonesia situation, both of them with 
varying emphases critical of the policy of the Dutch 
Government, but also congruent to some of the complex 
issues not known in America. 

J. G. Mees is a Dutch Theological student now resi- 
dent in this country. 


Professor A. J. Rasker has for the last ten years been 


rector (Headmaster) of the Theological College in 
Batavia. 





The Model-Farm and Prophecy 


A. J. RASKER 


NE can easily perceive that much has changed 

in the church life of Holland when returning 
from Indonesia after ten years—and what years! 
Before the war it looked like a model-farm, or 
rather a collection of model-farms. Everything was 
precisely pigeonholed and partitioned off into groups 
and parties and movements; we knew exactly what 
was what, every group sticking to its own cher- 
ished fads and problems, which together constituted 
the great nursery of the spiritual life of Holland. 

It cannot be said that there was much push in 
this in the way of a witness for everyday life; the 
voice of the Netherlands Reformed Church, the 
great people’s church, was very weak, and properly 
speaking, it had not much to say. 

Then the war was raging through the churches in 
Holland with the attendant struggle against Nazism, 
and they found themselves called away from their 
model-farm, as Amos was once: “I am no prophet, 
no member of any prophets’ guild; I am only a 
shepherd and I tend sycomores. But the Eternal took 
me from the flock; the Eternal said to me: ‘Go and 
prophesy to my people Israel.’” ( Moffatt.) 

In this way the church got the task of going out 
into the open where the storm was raging and con- 
flict rife. With the farm getting out of order, yet 
it had something to say, the true message of standing 
up for Christ’s righteousness, fighting the presump- 
tion of a false religion. As a consequence it got a 
hearing, people’s conscience was shaken and they 
began to understand what God, our Lord, has to 
say to us. 

Within the church the little conflicts and contro- 
versies of ordinary life were forgotten. Going out 
into the world, it found itself unexpectedly strength- 
ened by a strong inner unity, inexperienced before. 
The controversies and partialities were forgotten 
and the leaders of the churches became convinced 
of what they were to do in public life. Within the 
congregations themselves, too, people realized their 
position as members of a church, and took part in 
the struggle with the great problems of the time. 

Holland has found her peace again. The country 
is through with the disruptive forces of Nazism; 
and democracy has been rehabilitated. Now the 
church is faced with the possibility of consolidating 
the discovery of its apostolic and prophetic voca- 
tion by the creation of a new type of Church Order. 
This joyful and more peaceful work is not without 
its dangers. 

In a way Amos returned to his farm; not so quiet 
as before, though, and he quite well knows that it 
will never be again as it was before. As it is, there 
is a tendency all around towards a rehabilitation of 
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former conditions. Many trifling things testify to 
this desire. In many things we have people trying 
to reestablish the old model-farm exactly as it was 
before the terrible struggle. We are so readily in- 
clined to think that, with some improvements, things 
may become again as before. We realize too little 
that this war was a total crisis of life in the last 
century, a crisis of which the world has not yet 
seen the end, and which may have far greater catas- 
trophes in store for us. 


As it is we have not yet been aroused as we should 
be, to say nothing of conversion. We do not seem 
to realize that our fond pursuits do not form our 
true task of witnessing for Christ in this world, 
torn asunder by hunger and fear, interests and opin- 
ions, force and injustice. 


People in Holland are naturally highly interested 
in what is going on in Indonesia now, though they 
little realize the scope and reach of the problems 
with which the churches of the Netherlands have 
to deal in their missionary work if they are to fol- 
low their true apostolic vocation in this distant 
country, yet so nearly related. How little people 
really do know of the world in which church and 
mission are working, appears again and again in 
many talks and discussions. Too little do they re- 
alize that every romanticism of missions is com- 
pletely out of date, now that Indonesia has in Asia 
become the test-case of a historic struggle in the 
political and ideological shaping of her peoples. 


A crisis similar in many respects to that which 
was fought out in Europe some years ago is now 
going on in Asia. And we Hollanders are con- 
cerned in it, actively engaged as we are in that fierce 
struggle, which is to wind up in the ruin or the re- 
birth, not only of that particular part of the world, 
but of the whole earth. This fastens the alternative 
upon us of either going out into the world, away 
from our cozy little model-farm which was nearly 
its former self again, away from our safe sitting- 
room and well-tended garden, in order to submit to 
God’s justice in this world struggle, and bear testi- 
mony to it, or closing the windows and drawing the 
curtains, in the vain hope that prospects will be more 
acceptable and quieter after a short time, with our 
little farm kept unimpaired. 


He who will keep his cherished farm shall lose it. 
This is the issue for Holland at present. What will 
weigh heaviest for her? After opening its windows 
wide during the war, the Netherlands Reformed 
Church has made its apostolic vocation the central 
point in its new Church-Order. But still the church 
has not yet been able to find the apostolic and pro- 
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phetic word for the peoples of Holland and Indo- 
nesia in these times. 

Many of our people are ashamed that we had so 
little insight in what we were to do for Indonesia, 
and that this tragic conflict could not be avoided. 
And there is additional shame and disappointment 
that the Synod of the Netherlands Reformed Church 
did not give a strong and clear testimony, and that 
in this raging world we were too much taken up 
with our own little internal problems, and were 
blinded enough to consider as something of second- 
ary importance the things which were going on 
outside our windows. Is it still possible for us to 
be roused? Will there be a time when we are called 
away from behind our flock and sycamores: When 
the Lord Eternal speaks, who can but prophesy ? 

The servants of the church in Indonesia, also 
those sent out from Holland, are now in a very diffi- 
cult and dangerous position. Changes are being car- 
ried out there, so big and irrevocable, that those of 
Holland are pale by comparison. In this dangerous 
situation the churches in Indonesia enjoy one great 
advantage: where the whole world is in spate, where 
volcanoes erupt on all sides, with earthquakes all 
around, it is not possible for them or for their ser- 
vants to stick to their own model-farm. Their 
great task is—in the face of the astonished adher- 
ents of other religions, in the face of the temptation 
to surround new ideals with the glorious halo of 
divine revelation, or to advocate conservativism on 
the basis of God’s guidance in history—amidst those 
who see their very existence endangered or those 
who expect nothing but good from the new era— 
to give testimony and profess Christ, His Righteous- 
ness and His Kingdom. 

Will this testimony be given to the churches in 
Indonesia? 

At the Assembly in Amsterdam we began to re- 
alize that the Christians of Asia might have some- 
thing to say based on the Word of God and on the 
merciful Righteousness of Christ, which might 
prove to be an unexpected judgment, and a salutary 
one, for the West. If that message is to be openly 
and loudly declared, I wish to God it would be 
heard in Holland, that we may realize that God is 
performing something great in the churches in Asia 
and Indonesia, and that in a way quite different 
from Jan Pieterszoon Coen. 


And if the Netherlands and Indonesian churches . 


may still be related in spite of all guilt, because of 
the forgiveness of sins, the Indonesian Christians, 
afflicted and tested as they are by all kinds of tem- 
pests and uproar, may turn out to be a blessing for 
Holland, viz., that they rouse Holland and her 
churches up to her own task and vocation in the 
great problems of the world. 

In this way Holland will be prevented from clos- 
ing the windows of her re-established model-farm, 
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and she will learn that the consolation and the prom- 
ises of Christ are only for those that undertake to 
go out, and to preach the Gospel to the world, in 
solidarity with her guilt and distress. 


And the American churches and those elsewhere 
I request to consider this: for the sake of our unity 
in Christ, for the sake of the churches in Indonesia 
and in Holland, do not jump to conclusions, for the 
things at issue are far from easy. The age in which 
we live is so confusing and bewildering that only 
the future may be in a position to pass a fair judg- 
ment of our thoughts and deeds. 


This, however, is something to be hopeful for : that 
not only our personal but also our political lives 
cannot be based on our righteousness, but on nothing 
else but the justification of the godless; in other 
words, that God in His great mercy may lead us 
along new paths, and may make use also of our 
wrong methods to fulfill His divine purpose. 


Correspondence 
Sir: 


From the volume of correspondence published in re- 
sponse to Dr. Coffin’s article on “Perils to America 
in the New Jewish State” it would seem that very few 
shared his convictions. I am sending this line to testify 
that the overwhelming majority of all of the Americans 
who have served in the Near East have arrived at 
essentially ‘the same conclusion as Dr. Coffin... . 
Chicago, Illinois Alva Tompkins 


Sir: 
As a Protestant I deplore some of the statements made 
in your leading article of March 7th issue. 


It may well be that Cardinal Spellman’s scathing 
statements have stirred up hatred, some of the state- 
ments of Christ undoubtedly did the same. It is possible 
that the Cardinal went too far, it is possible that the 
Pope’s statement about the “wicked” and the “good” 
does not bear analysis, but in attacking the Catholic 
Church in the spirit of this article the author is himself 
doing an irreparable harm in that he is stirring up, 
I will not say hatred, but antipathy, Protestant against 
Catholic, Catholic against Protestant, just at the time 
when whatever provokes “discrimination” whether it 
be racial or religious is deplorable. 

Madison, New Jersey William Orr Ludlow 


Sir: 

Congratulations on the fine article by Ben T. Cowles 
on “Christianity Faces Communism in China” in your 
March 7th number. . . . He has given one of the best 
short analytical word pictures of the Chinese situation 
that I have seen. 


Such realistic facing of facts has appealed to my en- 
gineering mind and is in marked contrast to the energy 
that is so often wasted in debating theological labels. 
Columbus, Ohio Samuel S. W yer 
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World Council Secretary Warns 
Against Anti-Communist Crusade 


Dr. W. A. Visser ’t Hooft, general secretary of the 
World Council of Churches, declared that churches 
must guard against being identified with a general anti- 
Communist crusade. 

Speaking at a public meeting in one of the Geneva 
Protestant churches, Dr. Visser ’t Hooft warned that 
“such a crusade leads to self-righteousness and to a 
war psychology.” , 

“We cannot,” he said, “accept a clericalism which 
identifies itself with the defense of the established order 
in the West and does not bring into its message that 
note of repentance and self-criticism which alone can 
save the struggle against Communism from becoming 
a pure struggle for power. 

“It must become clear that our stand against Com- 
munism is exclusively motivated by Christian convic- 
tions. We take a stand against its heretical ideology 
and the imposition of that ideology upon the peoples. 
But we must avoid identifying ourselves with a general 
anti-Communist crusade. 

“We must admit openly that Communism has done 
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away with forms of feudalism against which Christians 
ought to have protested long ago. We can only make 
a convincing judgment on Communism if we attack at 
the same time the evils in various forms of the western 
social order, and, indeed, the evils which have crept 
into the very life of the church.” 

Dr. Visser ’t Hooft said that the churches “have every 
reason to cooperate” with “those who seek to combat 


Communism by dealing with its causes and by meeting 


the needs of which it is a distorted expression.” 

“The World Council of Churches,” he said, “cannot 
possibly represent a third political force, but it should 
draw to itself that great number of people of all churches 
who look to the church for a word of hope that will 
transcend the present conflict.” 

Referring to the “extraordinarily difficult position” 
of World Council member churches in Communist- 
dominated countries, Dr. Visser ’t Hooft said “we must 
pray for each other, so that, whatever happens, we may 
stand together and find the way through the trials of 
our time.”—Religious News Service 


Bishops Ask Germans to 
Shun War Feeling 


Eight bishops of the Evangelical Church in Germany 
(EKID) whose dioceses lie inside the Soviet occupa- 
tion zone have urged Germans not to believe that their 
“distress and grievances” can be redressed by a new 
war. 

The bishops met in Berlin under the chairmanship of 
Dr. Otto Dibelius, Bishop of Berlin, to discuss EKID’s 
position “on the question of war or peace.” 

Following their meeting, the bishops issued a state- 
ment imploring Germans to keep themselves “free from 
the spirit of hatred and enmity toward other nations.” 

“Germans,” the bishops declared, “should not let them- 
selves be made the tools of certain propaganda further- 
ing enmity between nations or preparing the field for 
actions of warlike violence. 

“Germany is in the hands of other powers and can 
contribute little to establish permanent peace. The little 
left to Germans to do is to consider the members of 
the occupation forces, no matter which one, not as 
enemies but as brothers and sisters.” 

—Religious News Service 





Three books have come to our attention in 
which we believe our readers will be interested. 
The Report on “The Life and Work of Women 
in the Church” (60c) has just arrived from Ge- 
neva. It was published as a result of the study 
at Amsterdam. As a companion to it, there has 
been published “Women in American Church Life” 
(50c), the report of the survey made in America 
for the World Council’s study. James W. Ken- 
nedy’s book “Venture of Faith” ($1.00) is a popu- 
lar presentation of the story of Amsterdam. All 
three books may be purchased from the World 
Council of Churches, 297 Fourth Ave., New York 
10, New York. 
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